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OPINION 637

ANOLIS NANNODESCOPE, 1864 (REPTILIA) ; RULING ON
LECTOTYPE

RULING.—The following specific names are hereby placed on the Official

List of Specific Names in Zoology with the NameNumbers specified :

(a) nannodes Cope, 1864, as pubUshed in the binomen Anolis nannodes, as

defined by the lectotype designated by Smith & Follett, 1960, Brit.

Mus. nat. Hist. No. 1946.8.5.66 (Name No. 1824)

;

(b) interynedius Peters, 1863, as published in the binomen Anolis intermediua

(Name No. 1825)

;

(c) laeviventris Wiegmann, 1834, as published in the binomen Anolis

laeviventris (Name No. 1826).

HISTORY OF THE CASE (ZN(S.) 1189)

A request for a Ruling on whether a lectotype had been validly selected

for the nominal species Anolis nannodes Cope was submitted to the Office of

the Commission by Professor Hobart M. Smith and Dr. W. I. Follett in December
1956. A revised manuscript was sent to the printer on 28 March 1960 and
was pubHshed on 5 December 1960 in Bull. zool. Nomencl. 18 : 75-78. No
objection was received.

DECISION OF THE COMMISSION

On 2 October 1961 the Members of the Commission were invited to vote

under the Three-Month Rule on Voting Paper (61)28 either for or against the

proposals set out ia Bull. zool. Nomencl. 18 : 78. At the close of the prescribed

Voting Period on 2 January 1962 the state of the voting was as follows :

Affirmative Votes —twenty -three (23), received in the following order

:

Evans, Holthuis, Hemming, Munroe, Vokes, Mayr, Hering, Obruchev, Riley,

Uchida, Lemche, Brinck, Bradley, Alvarado, do Amaral, Key, Tortonese,

Jaczewski, Mertens, Miller, Kiihnelt, Bonnet, Poll.

Negative Votes —none (0).

Voting Papers not returned —̂two (2) : Boschma, Prantl.

Commissioner Stoll returned a late affirmative vote.

Original References

The foUoiraig are the original references for the names placed on the Official

list by the Ruling given in the present Opinion :

irUermedius, Anolis, Peters, 1863, Monatsb. Akad. Wiss. Berlin : 143

laeviventris, Anolis, Wiegmann, 1834, Herpetologia Mexicana : 47

nannodes, Anolis, Cope, 1864, Proc. Acad. nat. Sci. Philad. 16 : 173

The following is the original reference for the designation of a lectotype

for a species concerned in the present Ruling :

For Anolis nannodes Cope, 1864 : Hobart M. Smith & W. I. Follett, 1960, BuU.

zool. Nomencl. 18 : 78
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CERTIFICATE

Wecertify that the votes cast on Voting Paper (61)28 were cast as set out

above, that the proposal set out in that Voting Paper has been duly adopted,

and that the decision so taken, being the decision of the International Com-
mission, is truly recorded mthe present Opinion No. 637.

K. D. EILEY W. E. CHINA
Secretary Assistant Secretary

International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature

London
25 January 1962

COMMENTSONTHEPROPOSEDVALIDATION OF AMMONITESLAEVI-
6ATUSJ. DE C. SOWERBY,1827, IN TWODISTINCT SENSES. Z.N.(S.) 1203

(see present volume, pages 35-38)

By R. V. Melville (British Embassy, Paris)

I write in support of the application by Dr. D. T. Donovan and Mr. C. W.
Wright. No possible service could be done to the stability of nomenclatiu-e or

to the convenience of palaeontologists by reviving the binomen Ammonites laevigata

Lamarck, 1822, or by attempting to give this name an objective meaning. On
the other hand, both the species designated as Ammonites laevigatus by J. de C.

Sowerby are well known, and in each case the specific name laevigatus has been
used far more commonly than any other name. Apart from the fact that both
species have smooth shells, there is no close resemblance between them, for the
Gault Bevdanticeras is more compressed and attains a much larger size than the
Liassic Cymbites.

In spite of the work of many revisers, there probably exist niunerous similar
instances of primary homonymy between specific names in Ammonites, especially

if Quenstedt's trinominal names are taken into account. The present case is

typical of many of these in that the strict application of the Law of Homonymy
would upset stability and result in unnecessary name-changing.

By R. Casey {Geological Survey and Museum, London)

I write in support of the proposals of Dr. D. T. Donovan and Mr. C. W. Wright,
which are in the best interests of a stable nomenclature. This case is discussed
in my Monograph of the Ammonoidea of the Lower Greensand, Part III (1961),

pp. 157-160, published by the Palaeontographical Society.


